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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

Applicant's claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. The language of the claim raises a question as to whether the claim 
is directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to a technological art, environment or 
machine which would result in a practical application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible 
result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Patsiokas (US 
Patent #6,810,233 B2). 

Consider claim 17, Patsiokas disclose a method comprising: 

detecting a satellite signal at an apparatus (col. 2, lines 5-13; an RF-coupled satellite 

broadcast receiver that scans a RF band); 

automatically tuning the signal (col. 2, lines 5-13; a radio receiver can be tuned for signal 

reception); 

decoding the tuned signal to a satellite data-element (figure 8, col. 5 line 66 to col. 6 line 

21); 

the data-element comprising an audio signal element (abstract, col. 2, line 62 to col. 3 
line 7); and 

dispatching the satellite data-element via a transmitter logic (col. 2, line 62 to col. 3 line 7 
and col. 7, lines 4 to 30). 

Consider claim 18, and as applied to claim 17 above, Patsiokas disclose receiving a 
tuning command from a handheld computing device, (abstract, figures 1, 7, and 8) 

Consider claim 19, and as applied to claim 17 above, Patsiokas disclose verifying that 
the receiver is registered with a satellite radio service, (col. 5, lines 37 to 65) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-4, 7-8, 10, and 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Himmel et al (US Patent Application Publication #2003//0033452 Al) in view of 
Takeuchi (US Patent Application Publication #2002/0067352 Al). 

Consider claim 1, Himmel et al disclose an apparatus (figure 7, paragraph 48; wireless 
peripheral device), comprising: a satellite receiver (figure 7 reference number 172); the satellite 
receiver adapted to receive a satellite signal (paragraph 49; reading incoming wireless 
transmissions enter a receiver); a decoder (figure 7); the decoder coupled to the satellite receiver 
(figure 7); the satellite data-element comprising an audio signal element (paragraph 43; read as 
an optional audio transducer is connected to the bus by the audio controller); a handheld 
compatible bus interface; and the handheld compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder 
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(paragraph 48; read as the bus interface controller/decoder directs information to either the 
multiplexer, serializer, or buffer.). 

Himmel et al fail to disclose that the decoder adapted to convert a satellite signal into a 
satellite data-element. 

In related art, Takeuchi disclose a portable telephone wherein an analog signal being 
inputted, the decoder carries out an AID conversion and converts the audio signal into digital 
data, (paragraph 77) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Takeuchi into the system of Himmel et al so that the 
voice encoding process enables the audio data to be written on the memory card. 

Consider claim 10, Himmel et al disclose an apparatus (figure 7, paragraph 48; wireless 
peripheral device), comprising: a satellite receiver (figure 7 reference number 172); the satellite 
receiver adapted to receive a satellite signal (paragraph 49; reading incoming wireless 
transmissions enter a receiver); a decoder (figure 7; paragraphs 48-51); the decoder coupled to 
the satellite receiver (figure 7; paragraphs 48-51); a handheld compatible bus interface; the 
handheld compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder (paragraph 48; read as the bus 
interface controller/decoder directs information to either the multiplexer, serializer, or buffer; 
transmitter logic (paragraph 48; The serializer sends information to the transmitter driver which 
then goes out as a wireless transmission such as radio frequency or infrared light.); and 
transmitter logic coupled to the decoder (figure 7, paragraphs 48-51) 
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Himmel et al fail to disclose that the decoder adapted to convert a satellite signal into a 
satellite data-element. 

In related art, Takeuchi disclose a portable telephone wherein an analog signal being 
inputted, the decoder carries out an A/D conversion and converts the audio signal into digital 
data, (paragraph 77) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Takeuchi into the system of Himmel et al so that the 
voice encoding process enables the audio data to be written on the memory card. 

Consider claim 15, Himmel et al disclose a software system, comprising: a front-end 
logic system (figure 7, paragraphs 48-51); the front end logic system adapted to receive a 
satellite based radio signal (paragraph 49; reading incoming wireless transmissions enter a 
receiver); a decoder logic system (paragraphs 48-51); and the decoder logic system also adapted 
to transfer the data-element to a handheld computer software system (paragraphs 48-5 1; The bus 
interface controller/decoder directs information to either the multiplexer, serializer, or buffer; 
transmitter logic). 

Himmel et al fail to disclose the decoder logic system adapted to convert a satellite radio 
based signal into a satellite radio data-element. 

In related art, Takeuchi disclose a portable telephone wherein an analog signal being 
inputted, the decoder carries out an A/D conversion and converts the audio signal into digital 
data, (paragraph 77) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Takeuchi into the system of Himmel et al so that the 
voice encoding process enables the audio data to be written on the memory card. 

Consider claim 2, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein the apparatus is embodied as a handheld 
computing device sub-component, and the apparatus is integrated into a handheld computing 
device. (Himmel et al: figure 7, paragraphs 48-51) 

Consider claim 3, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein the apparatus is communicatively coupled to a 
handheld computing device. (Himmel et al: figure 7, paragraphs 48-51) 

Consider claim 4, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein transmitter logic coupled to the decoder. 
(Himmel et al: paragraph 48; The serializer sends information to the transmitter driver which 
then goes out as a wireless transmission such as radio frequency or infrared light.) 

Consider claim 7, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein transmitter logic coupled to the decoder, the 
transmitter logic adapted to transmit a data element. (Himmel et al: paragraphs 48-5 1) 
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Consider claim 8, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein memory coupled to the decoder, the memory 
storing a satellite radio handheld computer accessory algorithm. (Himmel et al: figure 2, 
paragraph 35) 

Consider claim 12, and as applied to claim 10 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein memory coupled to the decoder, the memory 
storing a satellite radio handheld computer accessory algorithm. (Himmel et al: figure 2, 
paragraph 35) 

Consider claim 13, and as applied to claim 10 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention wherein the satellite data-element comprises an audio 
signal element. (Himmel et al: paragraph 43; read as an optional audio transducer is connected to 
the bus by the audio controller) 

Consider claim 14, and as applied to claim 10 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention except for wherein the satellite data-element comprises 
code. Nonetheless, the Examiner takes Official Notice that satellite data-element comprise code 
are well known in the art. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to incorporate satellite data-element comprise code as known in the art for 
the purpose of having a functional personal digital assistant or similar device. 

Consider claim 16, and as applied to claim 15 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose a transmission logic system wherein the software system is adapted to 
transmit the satellite radio data-element. (Himmel et al: paragraphs 48-52) 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Himmel et al (US 
Patent Application Publication #2003//0033452 Al) in view of Takeuchi (US Patent 
Application Publication #2002/0067352 Al) and in further view of Cameron et al (US Patent 
#7,032,164 B2). 

Consider claim 5, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention except for wherein the satellite radio receiver and 
decoder are integrated into a single chip. 

In related art, Cameron et al disclose a single chip digital receiver supporting the decoder, 
(col. 12, lines 29-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Takeuchi and Himmel et al into the system of Cameron 
et al to have a single chip which makes the apparatus smaller and more compact and also 
improves the design efficiency for a simpler board layout. 
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Claims 6, 9, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel et al (US Patent Application Publication #2003//0033452 Al) in view of Takeuchi 
(US Patent Application Publication #2002/0067352 Al) and in further view of Patsiokas (US 
Patent #6,810,233 B2). 

Consider claim 6, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi, disclose the claimed invention except for wherein transmitter logic coupled to the 
decoder, the transmitter logic adapted to transmit FM radio. 

In related art, Patsiokas disclose an apparatus and method for transmitting audio signals 
from a satellite broadcast receiver to a local receiver using a wireless link. A conventional FM 
tuner is provided with a circuit to transmit FM signals. The FM frequency bands are then 
broadcast from a transmitter in the vehicle on several fixed frequencies on the radio receiver, 
(col. 7, line 63 to col. 8, line 70) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Patsiokas into the teachings of Himmel et al and 
Takeuchi to provide a multi functional receiver that has playback of audio signals from a several 
auxiliary audio sources wherein the user can user can select one of the frequencies on the vehicle 
radio receiver to listen to the transmitted signals 
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Consider claim 9, and as applied to claim 1 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi and Patsiokas, disclose the claimed invention wherein the satellite receiver is a satellite 
radio receiver. (Patsiokas: abstract) 

Consider claim 11, and as applied to claim 10 above, Himmel et al, as modified by 
Takeuchi and Patsiokas, disclose the claimed invention wherein the FM transmitter logic is 
adapted to broadcast a satellite data-element to an FM receiver. (Patsiokas: col. 7, line 63 to col. 
8, line 70) 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patsiokas (US 
Patent #6,810,233 B2) in view of Himmel et al (US Patent Application Publication 
#2003//0033452 Al). 

Consider claim 20, and as applied to claim 17 above, Patsiokas disclose a satellite 
receiver (abstract, figures 1, 7 and 8); the satellite receiver adapted to receive a satellite signal 
(col. 2, lines 5-13); a decoder coupled to the satellite receiver (col. 2, lines 5-13; col. 7, lines 4- 
30); the decoder adapted to convert a satellite signal into a satellite data-element (col. 2, line 62 
to col. 3 line 7); and the satellite data-element comprising an audio signal element (abstract, col. 
2, line 62 to col. 3 line 7). 

Patsiokas fails to disclose a handheld compatible bus interface and the handheld 
compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder. 
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In related art, Himmel et al disclose a handheld compatible bus interface and that the 
handheld compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder, (paragraphs 43-51, figures 5-7) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Himmel et al into the teachings of Patsiokas to be able 
to wireless communicate between two compatible devices. 


Conclusion 

Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 


Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Bobbak Safaipour whose telephone number is (571) 270-1092. 
The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00am to 5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on (571) 272-7884. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305- 
3028. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 


2600. 



Bobbak Safaipour 
B.S./bs 


March 3, 2007 



